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* Amended on the floor of the Commiftee attached.

MOTION

WE MOVE that City Council has already unanimously passed a Resolution in opposition to the
% currently-proposed Duke Energy Central Corridor Pipeline due to its potential harmful impacts on
public safety, neighborhood quality of life, environmental conditions, and property values;

WE MOVE that City Council has already unanimously passed a Motion directing the City Administration
to file an intervention with Ohio's Power Siting Board in opposition to the Central Corridor Pipeline;

WE MOVE that in light of Duke Energy's recent request to obtain a waiver to the requirement that it
provide customers with an in-person notice before disconnecting service, that the City Administration
also file an intervention with the Public Utilities Commission of Ohio against Duke's waiver request;

WE MOVE that in order to advance the City's positions relative to both of these matters with Duke, and
to do so with the necessary legal team and expertise, $90,000 be used from the 2016 surplus to retain
appropriate counsel, as deemed by the City Law Department.

PG Sttt W

P.G. Sittenfeld

f:\

COMMITTEES
Chair: Education & Fntrepreneurship  Member: Budget & Tlinance © Major Transportation & Regional Cooperation



MOTION

WE MOVE that City Council has already unanimously passed a Resolution in opposition to the
currentlythen-proposed Duke Energy Central Corridor Pipeline due to its potential harmful impacts on
public safety, neighborhood quality of life, environmental conditions, and property values;

WE MOVE that City Council has already unanimously passed a Motion directing the City Administration
“to file an intervention with Ohio's Power Siting Board in opposition to the Central Corridor Pipeline;

WE MOVE that City Council reaffirms its position with respect to Duke’s plan as applied-for on
september 13, 2016, and reaffirms its desire to intervene with the Ohio Power Siting Board;

WE MOVE that City Council further desires to oppose Duke’s motion to waive future puhlic hearings
and written notices in connection with the Duke Energy Central Corridor Pipeline:

WE MOVE that in light of Duke Energy's recent request to obtain a waiver to the requirement that it
provide customers with an in-person notice before disconnecting service, that the City Administration
also file an intervention with the Public Utilities Commission of Ohio against Duke's waiver request;

WE MOVE that in order to advance the City's positions relative to both of these matters with Duke, and
to do so with the necessary legal team and expertise, $90,000 be used from the 2016 surplus, or other
source, as appropriate to retain appropriate counsel and other experts, as deemed by the City Law
Department.
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